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18-155—Uncertain tenure unfair to judges, 18-94 


Wylie, Fred M.—Legis. should prescribe proc., 18- 
114 


Yost, Casper S.—Press and bar should cooperate for 
reform in justice, 8-150 











ARBITRATION—THE BAR 


2. COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 


Appeals rate in arb. tribunals, 17-83 

Arbitration—A part of jud. admin., 9-69—Amazing 
growth, 9-67—By jud. order, 17-59—Commands 
scholars, 10-53—Committee of N. Y. State bar 
Assoc., 1-156—Developed in trade cts., 7-7—In 
motion picture industry, 9-101—In U. S., 2-53— 
Its advantages, 9-73—Lawyer’s relation to—by 
Carl E. Herring, 12-154—Opinions clash, 9-76— 
Rules, Chicago Assoc. of Commerce, 2-53—Rules 
of Chicago Credit Assoc., 1-15 (no. 2)—Soc. oi 
America organized, 6-59 

Arbitrator awards $3,000,000, 10-176 

Calif. modernizes arb. law, 11-12 

Cases settled on eve of trial in N. Y. City, 13-183 


Chicago—Assoc. of Commerce finances arb., 4-180— 
Promoting arb. in, 2-185 


Com. arb. and the law—by Julius Henry Cohen, 2- 
125 


Cleveland ct’s arb. branch, 15-122 


Com. arb. or court application of com. law rules of 
marketing—by Wesley A. Sturges, 9-81 

Community ct. for arb.—by B. H. Hartogensis, 12- 
183 


Concil. and arb. in N. Y. municipal ct., 1-153 

England’s arb. law and practice, 2-43 

Lawyer—Arb. assist cts. in tort cases, 18-55—Dis- 
putes with clients arbitrated, 20-165—Interest in 
arb—by Wm. L. Ransom, 20-22—Place of in 
arb., 17-85 


Model arb. statute, 10-122 

Motion picture industry arb. system, 9-101 

Negligence cases—arb. in, 20-59 

N. Y.—Arbitration Act makes agreements enforce- 
able (text), 4-54—Building congress arb. 11-19 

Pan American Arbitration bureau, 1-22 

Plan to arb. auto cases, 11-178 


Significance of arb. in the motion-picture industry— 
Courtland Smith, 9-101 


Status of arb. reported to Com. Law League, 15-154 
Technique of arb., 9-79 
Traffic cases should be arb., 11-35 


Voluntary tribunals—lawyers as 
Percy Werner, 3-101 


Year book on arb., 11-36 


arbitrators—by 


3. THE BAR—ORGANIZATION, POWERS, DUTIES 


Admission after disbarment, 10-54 

Advertising—For the bar, 15-36—Rule 
consistent, 19-117 

Advising voters, how bar may, 18-54 

Advocacy—Its restriction to experts, 19-85—Need 
for training in, 16-83—Specialization is urged, 18- 
188—Training in—Thos. W. Thacher quoted, 19- 
125 

Affiliation—Of bar in Penna., 17-125—Plan for Mo. 
bar, 15-93—Plan in Oregon (text), 10-23 

Alabama—Bar act sustained, 18-28—Bar act (text), 
7-86—Bar has ample revenue, 19-121—Bar given 
larger powers, 15-73 

Ambulance chasers—Attacked in Calif., 18-111—In 
Milwaukee, 11-83—In N. Y. City, 12-36—In 
Penna., 4-5—In Phila., 12-144—Two sides to the 
subject, 12-39 

American Bar Assoc.—See also Coordination—Draft 
constitution (1919) criticized, 3-58—In the mak- 
ing, a resume, 10-103—Lays two corner stones at 
Wash, (1932), 16-101—National bar program, 17- 
85—New constitution (1919), 3-90 

Arbitration—Lawyers place in, 17-83 

Ariz. bar—Bill enacted, 16-172—Bar is ambitious, 
18-127 

Attorney-General to prosecute in disbarment (Mich.), 
7-27 

Bar—See also IJntergration—Assocs. need journals, 
13-27—-Can acquire self-respect—by Newton D. 
Baker, 16-99—Leadership resumed, 19-153—Org.— 
improved technique, 18-35—President’s election 
and tenure, 15-126—Representative gov’t needed, 
13-68—Responsibilities without power, 17-93— 
Should study shysters, 8-163—Special duty to aid 
voters (Report to Conf. of Delegates) 1924, 8-48 

Belgium bar wholly autonomous, 12-35 


should be 


Bench and bar should fraternize, 20-252 

Blame—how much rests on lawyers, 8-243 (no. 1) 

Calif—Bar, a standard for all states, 12-4—Bar act 
adopted, 10-173—Bar act repeal defeated, 19-14— 
Bar act held valid, 13-61—Bar attacks ambulance 
chasers, 18-111—Bar bill vetoed (text), 9-5—Bar 
enemies routed, 18-81—Bar has will to conquer, 
15-173—Bar—its militant career, 18-56—Bar im- 
plemented, 12-13—Bar’s first meeting memorable, 
12-106—Delegate control proposed, 20-128—Work 
of disciplinary machine in, 17-123 

Canadian bars—inventory troubles, 
economic status, 14-166—Their 
B. Bennett, 15-69 

Censors, board of—(Phila. bar) 
als, 12-144 


Character qualifications and disbarment proc., 6-168 
Clinics for lawyers in Minn., 16-29 





16-91—Study 
standard, by R. 


investigates scand- 


~~ 


“onference of Bar Delegates—Learns of integ. pro- 
gress (1927), 11-55—Meeting (1930) discusses co- 
ordination, 14-73—Report on bar org. (1925), 
9-106—Special meeting on bar integ. (1926) 10-11 
—Special meeting on bar integ. (1930), 14-41 
‘ongestion of bar—Ill. plan to advise high school 
students, 16-36—Its logical solution, 18-156— 
Places for superfluous lawyer, 17-126—Quota 
system (Penna.), 19-163 
Conn. Bar Assoc. reorganization, 19-59 
Constitutionality of bar acts, 18-28 
Contingent fee canons—Mass., 14-194—Fee problem 
emerges, 13-35—Fee rules in N. Y. Co., 12-177— 
Fee scandals in Phila., 12-144 
Cooperation—Between bench and bar, 17-99; 20- 
252—Between press and bar, 14-102—By lawyers 
should be 100%—by Carl B. Rix, 20-155—With 
laymen needed, 11-35 





~ 
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Coordination—A means to an end, 19-188—Dis- 
cussed by bar delegates, 19-92—Has strong leader- 
ship, 19-104—Its history, 20-153—Movement 
launched, 14-38—Movement under way (1932), 
16-112—Plan adopted by Am. Bar Assoc., 20-74— 
Plan offered by Wm. L. Ransom, 19-99—Problem 
solved in Am. Bar Assoc. plan, 19-134—Program 
well started, 17-154—Proposed in 1921, 5-100— 
Proposed by James Grafton Rogers (1930), 13- 
142—Prospects bright (1930), 14-11 

Corporation practice of law proposed, 11-53 

Cost of running state bar, 13-185 

Courtroom manners—A plea for better—by J. Verser 
Conner, 17-152—Manners prejudice public, 17-153 

Criminal defenders—special license proposed, 18-149 

Delegate control proposed for Calif. Bar, 20-128 

Denver Bar Assoc. ambitious, 13-110 

Disbarment—Jury trial disappears in Ala., 16-187— 
Proc. diverse, 16-183 

Disciplinary—Order by sup. ct. above legis. power, 
15-159—Proc. by IIl. sup ct. rule, 17-21—Proc. for 
N. Y., 19-125—Proc. of French bar, 17-72—Proc. 
simplification, 18-81 

Discipline—Brillant work in Phila., 18-175—Com- 
mittees, 10-174—Work in Calif., 17-123 

Disinteg. of bar, 18-84—In D. C., 18-85 

Doctors essential to ambulance chasers, 12-144 

Duty of bar as to local gov’t., 19-131 

Encroachments—By Charles A. Beardsley, 14-130— 
By motorists’ assoc., 18-61—Bar plans publicity, 
15-165 

England’s solicitors’ society is suggestive, 17-73 

English bar described by R. M. Estcourt, 16-87 

Essential features of integ. bar, 14-171 

Ethics enforced on national bar program, 18-82 

Exam. problem still unsolved, 19-73 

Experiences lawyer service in IIl., 18-112 

Failure of bar threatens reprisals, 17-177—Failure to 
register costs lawyer $4,500 fee? 19-185 

Federalizing Am. Bar Assoc., 14-61 

Federate state and local assocs. in Wash., 8-58 

Fee schedules have jud. authority in Idaho, 20-251 

Fla.—Bar studies selection, 18-146—Lawyers agree 
on integ. bill (1921) (text), 4-173—State Bar 
Assoc.—notable public services, 17-106 


French bar—disciplinary proc., 17-72 
High ideal for bar urged by Wm. Cook, 14-70 


Idaho—Bar act held invalid, 8-67—Bar act (text), 
7-92—Bar integ. in—by Jess B. Hawley, 14-141— 
Bar org. completed (text of act and rules), 9-37— 
Integ. experience educative, 14-139—Sup. ct. 
authorizes fee schedules, 20-251 

Ill—Bar gets disciplinary proc. by sup. ct. rule, 17- 
21—Bar org. described by R. Allan Stephens, 19- 
42—Integ. by court rules proposed, 16-174—Local 
bar assoc. coordinated—by R. Allan Stephens, 9- 
62—State bar assoc. activities and innovations, 
17-23—State bar promotes legal authorship, 11-14 

Income of S. Dak. integ. bar increased six-fold, 15- 
70 

Indifference of bar to public needs, 14-133 

Integration—Of bar in general; (Articles concerning 
individual states are separately listed). 


Address by Carl V. Essery, (Pa. S. B. A., 1935), 


19-174—Bell, Singleton J. condemns, 3-155— 
Brilliant work by Phila. Bar Assoc., 18-175— 
Compulsory bar org.—who can complain? 10- 
101 


Conference of Delegates—Model act (1920), 4- 
111; 10-110—Report (1926), 10-20—Sees prog- 
ress, 14-41—Special meeting on integ., 9-106 

Conference on bar integ. (1926), 10-11 


Constitutionality of integ. acts, 18-28 
Court rules for integ. recommended, 
Debated, 17-69—Opposed, 17-70 


Court rules proposed to integ. Ill. bar (text), 16- 
174 


Essential features of integ. bar, 14-171 
First step, 3-74 


Integ. bar serves lawyer—by Charles A. Beardsley, 
19-122 


Interim report on integ. (1937), 20-249 
Model bar act—Am. Jud. Soc., 2-111 


Organizing the bar for public service—by H. H. 
1924), 8-72 


Power to admit to practice in integ. bar, 4-44 


Present trend of bar org—dquoting James E. 
Duffy, 15-41 


Profitable movement, 9-3 

Progress noted—a resume (1928), 12-106 

Progress report (1922), 6-75; (1924), 8-81; (1931), 
15-11; (1931—map), 15-107; (1933—map), 17- 
69; (1935), 18-153; (1935—map), 19-77; 
(1937), 20-202 


Referendum in integ. bar, 14-36 

Short act and sup. ct. rules (text), 17-105 

Short bar integ. bill, S. Dak. (text), 16-175 

Social aspects of the organized bar—by Saul S. 
Klein, 16-58 

Strong bar protects its members, 12-35 

Struggle for bar integ., 6-131 

Struggle justified for integ., 20-172 


Sup. ct. can organize bar—by Robert Guinther, 
17-39—Power to org. bar, 18-79 


Values in integ. summarized, 20-118 


Why a unified state bar?—by Eugene Daney, 13- 
111 


Worst features of integ., 20-54 
Interneship for licensees, 20-215 


Junior Bar—Conference is created, 18-86—Confer- 
ence program, 18-173—Conference to receive 
Journal of Am. Jud. Soc., 20-3—Emancipates 
young lawyers, 18-80—Emerges in Canada, 20-54— 
Its guiding principles, 20-62—Leadership by Robt. 
N. Wilkin, 19-31—Movement gains, 17-43—Move- 
ment in Chicago, 18-31—Probation period, 16-92 
—Response by Byrne A. Bowman, 20-73 

Juniors need practical training, 19-90—Their place 
in bar assoc., 20-19 

Jury trial in disbarment cases, 16-31 

Kansas—Integ. by rules proposed, 20-76 

Keeping faith of our fathers, 18-155 

Ky. ct. of appeals sustains bar rules, 20-207 

Kept lawyer—tool of encroachers, 15-165 

Lackawanna Bar Assoc. success—by Wm. J. 


16-154— 


Fitz- 


gerald, 15-101—Bar expedites justice—by Wm. J. 
Fitzgerald, 15-103 
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Law students learn duties of bar, 13-157 


Lawyer: leader or mouthpiece?—by Robt. H. Jack- 
son, 18-70 


Lawyers—Aid ct. as triers of fact, 17-56—Fees in 
will contest amount to $960,000, 4-99—Prepare 
for group publicity, 15-165—Seminar in Jackson- 
ville, Fla., 6-156 

Lay encroachments—by Chas A. Beardsley, 14-130— 
Practice injures clients—by Julius Henry Cohen, 
5-52 

Layman looks at justice (the lawyer) by I. P. Cal- 
lison, 16-176 

Legal aid and public relations, 19-108 

Legal ed—plea for learning and character, 19-126 

License for crim. defenders, 18-149 


Local assocs. thrive under integ., 13-45—Bars can 
expand activities, 19-133 

Los Angeles bar deals with scandals, 16-21 

La. bar org. by statute, 18-110 

Meeting of bar made more effective, 14-165 


Michigan—Integ. endorsed (1920), 4-44—Integ. bill 
adopted, 19-21—Organized under ct. rules, 19-146 
Sup. ct. rules, 20-253 


Migrant lawyers—Check up on, 18-61—Probation- 
ary period, 14-45—Problem discussed, 13-4 


Milwaukee ambulance chasers disciplined—by Lyman 
G. Wheeler, 11-83 


Minn.—Bar bills (text), 18-22—Bar progress, 14-126 
—Clinics for lawyers, 16-29 


Miss.—Bar’s ambitious program, 18-92—Bar unified 
by statute, 16-7 

Mo. Bar—Affiliation plan, 15-158—Considers route 
to integ., 18-125—Provides for endowments, 15- 
158—Relies on rule-making power, 18-16—Studies 
org. plan. 18-172 

Nebr.—Bar Assoc. draft act, 
first approved (1920) 3-148 


Nev. bar act adopetd, 11-186 
New Am. Bar Assoc. constitution (1919), 3-90 


New Mex. bar bill enacted (text), 9-5—Bar progress, 
18-126 


New York City buccaneer lawyers routed—by Julius 
Henry Cohen, 12-101 


N. Y. Co. contingent fee rules, 12-177 

N. Y. district federations, 15-30; 15-95 

N. Car. bar bill enacted, 16-172 

N. Dak.—Ambition is high, 15-146—Bar integ., 5-15 
—Progress, 14-161—Unity accomplished, 13-112 

Oath of lawyer boiled down, 12-106 


Ohio—Lawyers study sel. problem, 18-144—Opposi- 
tion to integ. voiced, 19-58—State Bar Assoc. 
first to seek integ. (1921) (text), 4-168 


Okla.—Bar act adopted, 13-49—Dentists integrated 
by law, 20-90—Sectional org. adopted, 19-94 


Oregon—Bar prospers, 19-197—Joins integ. column, 
18-170 


Organize both bench and bar, 6-99 
Parasites on legal prof. attacked, 16-62 


Past, present and future of the legal prof.—by 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 20-208 


Penna—Assoc. invites delegates, 
filiation, 17-125 


Permanent center for state bars, 13-113 


(text), 4-17—Integ. 


12-142—Bar af- 


Phila.—Brilliant achievement of 
Contingent fee scandals, 12-144 


Porto Rico—Bar accepts integ. act, 17-152—Law- 
yers secure bar act, 16-104 


Power of bar misstated by Sat. Even. Post, 18-62 
Press and bar cooperation in Calif., 15-10 

Press and bar—joint obligations, 8-131 

Probation period and junior bar, 16-92 

Profession defined by W. A. Shumaker, 14-73 


Program for Wash. Bar. Assoc—by B. H. Kizer, 
13-170 

Progress in bar org. reported to Conf. of Delegates, 
5-54 

Public function of the bar—by C. N. Goodwin, 
5-181 

Public relations—And professional decency, 17-121 
—Work—a foundation, 16-89—Work in La., 15- 
115 


Publicity—Bar Assocs. make plans, 15-165—For 
bar programs—quoting A. M. Kvello, 14-140 


Questionnaire—To contingent fee lawyers, Phila. 
bar, 12-144—To insurance companies, 12-144 


Quota system and its implications, 19-163 


Redeeming a profession—model bar org. act and 
argument, 2-105 


Referendum for bar—by Edw. W. Allen, 14-53— 
Referendum used by Wash. bar, 19-127 


Relationship of ct. and bar—quoting Justice Frank 
E. Atwood, 18-187 ) 


Reorg. of Am. Bar Assoc. needed, 13-142 
Reports of bar meetings should be prompt, 20-132 


Responsibilities and powers of bench and bar—by 
Frank E. Atwood, 17-101 


Rewards lawyers may earn, 19-185 

Salvation of the bar, 2-99 

San Antonio bar operates law school, 16-182 

Saving money for lawyers, 18-165 

Scandal that teaches a lesson, 12-100 

Scintillating omnilucence, 19-180 

Self-governing bar org. by lawyers of San Diego, 
4-176 

Service letter of Syracuse bar, 18-154 

Solicitation of legal work, 16-62 

Solicitor’s society (Eng.), 17-73 

S. Dak.—Act survives attack in legis. 17-62—Bar 
act (text), 14-188—Bar org. analyzed, 15-70— 


Cost of running state bar, 17-157—Possesses 
strong bar, 16-103—Short bar act suffices, 16-103 


Specialization in advocacy urged, 18-188 

State bar acts—a new proposal, 18-79 

St. Louis—Association honored, 19-141—Bar ticket 
prevails, 12-104 

Student bar assoc. in IIl., 16-157 

Student membership in Ind. bar, 19-159 


Superflous lawyers—Places for, 17-126—In N. Y. 
Co., 20-35 


Survey—Of Bar urged by Dean Chas. E. Clark, 
18-127—Of Wis. bar, 19-62 


Syracuse bar’s service letter, 18-154 
Technique of bar org., 5-3 


Texas—Bar faces hard problem, 
lawyers assert power, 15-99, 15-104 


bar, 12-133— 


15-74—Young 
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To speed bar org., 4-83 

Training—For young lawyers needed, 19-90—In 
art of practicing law—by Oscar C. Hull, 19-142 
—Juniors—N. Y. City courses, 19-172—Lawyers 
in procedure, 1-86 

Utah Bar—Act unanimously passed, 15-11—Activi- 
ties, 15-106; 19-186—Approves jud. sel. plan, 
18-143—-Begins new era, 16-6—Bill enacted, 14- 
188 

Va. lawyers approve integ. plan, 12-59 


Wash—Bar bill enacted, 16-172—Bar proposes 


integ. by cooperation of legislature and sup. ct. 
(text), 17-105—Court rules proposed in (text), 
16-106—Short bar act, 16-134 

What makes a profession?--by W. A. Shumaker, 
8-146 


Wisc. Bar—Assoc. given $1,000 for integ. work, 
18-60—Proposed bar “act (text), 18-22—Sup. ct. 
asserts power in disciplinary proc., 15-159—Sur- 
vey, 19-62 

Wyoming bar bill unanimously passed, 15-11 

Youth movement for the bar, 15-99 


4. COURT ORGANIZATION—STATE-WIDE 


Able judges and right org. both essential, 1-131 
Adm. direction reduces cost, 20-56 
Appellate ct—Org—by Wm. L. Palmer, J., 19- 


120—System studied in Calif., 20-43—The re- 
viewing function—by Chas. T. McCormick, 18- 
106—Two appeals unjustifiable—by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 14-54; 18-182 

Auxiliary judges proposed, 5-172; 9-131 

Bar and bench should fraternize, 20-252 

Birmingham (Eng.) cts., 11-67 

British Columbia justice, 13-84 

Business administration of justice—by T. Whit- 


field Davidson, 11-40 

Business methods—Needed, 1-22 (no. 2)—Proved 
by experience, 8-263 (no. 1) 

Califi—Appel. system planning, 20-43—Ct. org. an 
issue (1917) 1-80—Novel appel. ct. system pro- 
posed by Alfred Siemon, 20-43—Plan for jud. 
superintendence, 1-25 

Chicago—Cts. consolidated in draft constitution, 
6-3—Demands unified ct.—jud. article, 5-173 

Chief jud. supt—Executive head needed—by John 
H. Wigmore, 1-7—Comment by W. A. Hayes, 
1-152—Commented on, 1-19 (no. 2) 

Complexity of exist. ct. systems, 2-163 

County ct. plan ideal, 3-13 

County ct. system—Kansas seeks ideal, 14-173 

Detroit—Circuit ct. (Wayne County) unified, 14- 
174—Common pleas ct., 16-117—Unified crim. 
ct., 3-5 

Diagram of unified state ct., 11-166 

Dissatisfaction with admin. of justice—the causes, 
—by Roscoe Pound, 20-178 

Do courts exist for judges?—importance of inferior 
jurisdiction, 5-5 

Domestic relations cts. in Ohio—by F. R. Aumann, 
15-89 

English cts. and procedure—by Wm. E. Higgins, 
7-185—by Judge E. Ray Stevens, 7-104—The 
judicature acts—by Albert M. Kales, 4-133— 
Personal impressions—by Richard W. Monta- 
gue, 14-158 

Family ct—by Willis B. Perkins, J., 3-19—Pro- 
vided in N. Y. City, 17-42 

Ga.—Model jud. article drafted, 16-40 

Hawaiian jud. system described—by Miss Sau Ung 
Loo, 12-111 


Idaho plans ct. unification, 15-152 





Ill.—Judiciary articles revised—by Albert M. Kales, 
1-8 (no. 2)—Opportunity in proposed const., 
6-81—Principles explained, 1-83—Pruposed const. 
and the admin. of justice—by Harry Olson, C. 
J., 6-108—Proposed const. rejected, 6-158—Work 
in convention, 4-30 

Inferior cts——Are the people’s cts., 17-100—Lawyer’s 
attitude toward, 4-3—Remedy for j. p. cts., 11- 
30—Should be abolished—by Newton D. Baker, 
16-5—Substitute for (Ohio), 18-46—Why toler- 
ate inferior cts?—by John Alan Hamilton, 4-22 

Intermediate appel. cts. condemned—by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 14-54; 18-182 

Iowa cts., improvement of—by Jesse A. Miller, 7- 
17 

Judiciary article in model state constitution, 3-132; 
6-48; 20-189—Diagram of unified state ct., 11- 
166 

Judicial organization—give more power—by Wm. W. 
Potter, 6-164 

Judical superintendence—In Cleveland com. pleas 
ct., 7-119—Proves invaluable, 20-158—Superin- 
tendence and admin. of justice in Ontario—by Jus- 
tice Wm. Renwick Riddell, 6-6—-Superintendence 
by exec. judge—quoting Justice A. G. Hinkley, 
16-30—System blamed, 7-151 

Justices’ cts—Lawyers’ attitude toward inferior cts., 
4-3—Remedy proposed, 11-30—Substitute for 
(Ohio), 18-46—Va. solves problem, 18-124 

Lay body for control of N. Y. Unified ct., proposed 
by I Maurice Wormser, 16-11 

Lord chancellor—As liason officer, 13-35—As minis- 
ter of justice—by Kenneth M. Johnson, 13-52 


La. Bar Assoc. offers unified ct. plan (text), 5-19 
Maine cts. unified, 13-72 

Mass. ct. unification—by Frank W. Grinnell, 15-170 
Miss. unified ct. plan proposed, 1-15 


Mo.—Cts. unified in revised constitution, 7-117— 
Jud. plan endorsed by Glendy B. Arnold, 7-157— 
To vote on ideal ct. system, 7-147—Voters reject 
jud. reform, 7-183 


Model act—Creating commission to study 





jud., 


2-124—Diagram of unified ct., 11-166—To unify 
state system, 11-99 


Need for unified crim. ct., 3-6 
N. J. plan to unify cts., 16-54 


N. Y¥.—Convention reports disappointing, 5-142— 
Draft judiciary article for Const. convention, 1-3 
(no. 2),—Lay bodies plan reforms, 15-133—Phi 
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Delta Phi Club’s plan, 1-68—Plan proposed by 
N. Y¥. City Club, 5-121—Unification of cts—a 
novel plan by I. Maurice Wormser, 16-11 


N. Car. supreme ct.—Improved, 20-164—Org., 20-42 


Ohio—Plan for unified ct. system, 20-157—Substi- 
tute for j. p. cts., 18-46 


Okla.—Unified ct. plan with draft jud. article, 3-179 


Ontario—Judiciary and adm. of justice—by Justice 
Riddell, 6-6—Jud. system described, 5-144 


Oregon—Ct. unification plan, 2-145 
Organize both bench and bar, 6-69 


Penna.—Const. commission rejects proposal—reac- 
tionary _ attitude ridiculed, 4-48—Proposed jud. 
article (1920), 4-124 


Plan for a unified judiciary, 15-4 
Plan to integ. Wash. cts., 19-147 
Presiding judge system—by Wm. A. Huneke, 2-36 


Principles of jud. adm.—by W. W. Willoughby (book 
review), 13-59 


Shall we lead or be driven?—by Harry A. Hollzer, 
14-78 


Texas unifies trial cts., 2-133; 11-38 


Trial cts. adm. facilitated by exec. board—model act. 
5-110 


Unification of judic—aA record of progress—by C. S. 
Potts, 8-85—By voluntary action, 17-81 


Unified state court (Individual state plans appear 
separately in alphabetical order.) 
Am. ct. organization—by Leon Green, 18-75—Com- 
prehensive program for reform of judicature, 2- 
165—Constitutions impede progress, 19-101—Courts 
of tomorrow—by judge Wm. A. Huneke, 6-22— 
Description and diagram, 1-101—General plan of 
unified ct., 1-5—Judicial superintendence (seli- 
government) 2-187—-Layman’s ct. plan—by Chas. 
F. Ruggles (unsigned), 4-56—Model act to unify 
judicial system (Bul. 7-A, Am. Jud. Soc.), 11-99— 
Model judiciary article (first draft), 3-132—Model 
judiciary article—draft sponsored by National 
Municipal League, 6-48; 20-189—Modernized 
judicial system—a plan by Chas. T. McCormick, 
18-104—National Economic League report—by 
Eliot, Brandeis, Pound, et. al., 1-132—One state 
court enough—quoting John B. Winslow, 16-59— 
Organization of courts—by Roscoe Pound, 11-69— 
Progress of idea, 16-79—Unified courts—by Orrin 
K. McMurray, 1-119—Voluntary court unification 
possible, 17-81 

Va. solves problem of minor jurisdiction, 18-124 

Wash. plan to unify cts., 19-147; 20-187 

Wayne County, Mich. cir ct. integrated, 14-174 

Why tolerate inferior cts?—by John Alan Hamilton, 
4-22 

Wisc.—Board of cir. judges, 4-101 

Would improve Iowa cts.—address by Jesse A. Mil- 
ler, 7-17 


5. COURTS IN LARGE CITIES 


Birmingham 
11-167 


Business manager for Wayne cir. ct. (Detroit) pro- 
posed, 2-68 


Calif. jud. coun. effective, 11-155 

Chicago—Cts. consol. in draft const., 6-3—Demands 
unified municipal ct——memorial to legis., 5-173— 
Muni. ct. an efficient, unified tribunal, 1-133— 
Munic. ct. employs psychological science, 8-62 

Cincinnati ct. escapes superintendence, 12-181 

Cleaning up Detroit—amazing reforms instituted by 
unified ct., 4-38 


Cleveland common pleas ct.—Business management 
succeeds, 7-166—Excellent record, 14-52—High ef- 
ficiency, 11-13—Sets example in org., 14-154— 
Supervision wins, 12-11—Successful, 7-119 

Cleveland municipal ct. juris. enlarged, 19-112 

Courts in large cities—unification needed, 1-10 


Crime problem solved by Detroit’s unified crim. ct., 
4-189 


Detroit—Cir. ct. integrated, 14-174—-Comment on 
success of unified crim. ct., 4-67—Criminal ct.—its 
strength and its peril, 5-163—New jury selection 
law, 15-123—Reduces automobile insurance cost, 
5-104—-Reduces crime 58 percent, 51-165—Reports 
second year results, 6-18—Solves bail problem, 16- 
143—-Secures real crim. ct., 4-14—Unified crim. 
ct. act adopted, 3-5—Unified crim. ct. report by 
Bureau of Gov’t Research, 5-83—Unified crim. ct. 
makes brilliant record, 14-180—Votes on unified 
crim. ct., 3-177 


(Eng.) courts, proc. and magistrates, 


Do courts exist for judges ?—inferior juris. important, 
5-5 

Ill——Great opportunity in proposed constitution, 
6-81—Rejects proposed constitution, 6-158 


Judges—do courts exist for?—inferior juris. import- 
ant, 5-5 


Justices of peace, England, 11-167 

Los Angeles ct. earns reputation, 19-60 
Magistrates, lay—in England, 11-167 

Model unified metro. ct. described (diagram), 
Municipal ct. for Los Angeles, 9-36 


National conf. of jud. coun. discusses proc. in large 
city cts., 15-110 


Need for a unified criminal ct., 3-6 


N. Y. City—Jumbled cts. 20-58—Muni. ct. 
management, 12-116 


Ohio chief justice act not mandatory, 12-181 


Organization of metro. ct—model plan—by Judge 
Wm. J. Palmer, 18-41 


Plan to unify Chicago cts., 1-24 
Philadelphia muni. ct. surveyed, 14-15 
Presiding judge system—by Wm. A. Huneke, 2-36 


Success of business principles in a city ct. (Cleve- 
land), 7-166 


Superintendence avoided by Cincinnati ct., 12-181 
Time to redeem metro. cts., 14-107 

Unified ct. for Chicago considered in legislature, 3-17 
Wayne County, Mich. cir. ct. integrated, 14-174 


1-165 


given 
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Administrative tribunals proc. adaptable to courts, 
17-107 

Advising jury—Comment on evidence, by John Sel- 
den Tennant, 16-16—Held lawful for N. Y. judges, 
17-186—In Mass., prevented by Gen. Benj. F. 
Butler, 20-213—-On facts in Colo., quoting Judge 
John H. Denison, 13-24—Power of judge estab- 
lished in Colo., 13-67—The Strangled Judge—by 
George M. Hogan, 14-116 

Advisory opinions—And declaratory judgments, 19- 
181—Proposed for U. S. Court, 19-100 

American Bar Assoc. memorial for concise opinions, 
1-89 

American Jud. Soc. schedule of rules (Bul. 14) re- 
producing “Preliminary Issues of Law” and “Mode 
of Trial,” 2-169 

Appeals—Double appeals, problem of—by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 17-116—In Okla. expedited by com- 
missioners, 17-167—Popular in Okla—by R. I. 
Shive, 7-28—Two appeals unjustified—by Edson 
R. Sunderland, 18-182 

Appellate ct. delay—In Calif., 15-178—In Ind., 16-78 
—N. Dak. supreme ct. banishes delay—by Richard 
H. Grace, J., 5-114—Relief for delay in Okla., 
15-175—Solved in Okla., 19-145 

Appellate organization and proc. (Mich. jud. coun. 
rep.), 17-48 

Appellate proc.——Problems—a symposium, 17-87— 
Concise statement of relief sought—by Robert von 
Moschzisker, C. J., 9-29—Penna. rule for concise 
statement of relief sought—by Albert Kocourek, 
8-170—Practice could be simple, 19-168 

Art of judicial reporting—by Albert Kocourek, 8-172 


Assignment of cases for trial—by J. Joseph Smith, 
12-15 


Assistants for supreme ct. justices, 15-175 


Attorney fee (taxable against loser) needed, quoting 
Edw. R. Finch, J., 20-78 


Auditors used in Mass. to speed justice, 18-133— 
Used in tort cases in Mass., 19-170; 20-54 


Baltimore’s jury selecting plan, 12-53 
Birmingham (Eng.) cts. and proc. 11-167 


Boston Bar Assoc. makes fundamental study, 17-178 
—Superior ct. improves proc., 19-39 


Business administration of justice—by T. Whitfield 
Davidson, 11-40 


Business methods in cts.—quoting Carrington T. 
Marshall, C. J., 14-67—In Ohio supreme ct., 20- 
240 


Calif—Appel. system planning, 20-43—Recent prog- 
ress in—by Clarke B. Whittier, 12-174 


Cameras banned by Chicago judges, 9-18 


Causes of popular dissatisfaction with the admin. of 
justice—by Roscoe Pound, 20-178 


Cincinnati ct. escapes superintendence, 12-181 
Civil practice act for N. Y. (1919), 3-52 


Civilizing civil procedure—argument by Chas. A. 
Boston, 16-22 


Clerk’s aid for justices of Okla. supreme ct., 16-63 


Combat, lawyer’s love of, should be repressed—quot- 
ing Jutice John F. Simms, 16-28 


Comment on evidence by trial judge—by John Sel- 
den Tennant, 16-16 

Commissioners to assist Okla. supreme ct., 17-167 

Comprehensive program for reform of judicature, 
2-165 

Conciliation assists Cleveland muni. ct., 19-185 

Conn.—Case records studied by Yale Law School, 
12-150—Summary judgment proc. (text), 12-152— 
Trial proc. ridiculed by Judge A. F. Ells, 12-118 

Contempt proc. vs. Baltimore newspaper men and 
chief of detectives, 10-138 e 

Contentiousness—its control by court, 16-131 

Contingent fee problem emerges, 13-35 

Costs as penalties in English proc., 11-118 

Courts of tomorrow—by Judge Wm. A. Huneke, 
6-22 

Decisions—their depreciation, 15-60 

Declaratory judgments (and advisory opinions), 19- 
181—Model rules, 3-22—Progress in adoption, 20- 
36 

Defining issues—pleadings fail to, 18-164 

Delay—In Chicago suggests “Shirk cause calendar,” 
18-101—In Mass. courts, 17-146—In N. Y. courts, 
a disgrace—quoting Robert H. Jackson, 17-108— 
Record for long trial broken in N. Y. City fed. ct., 
17-55—Waste of time is stupid—by Richard Spill- 
ane, 4-155 

Detroit—Pretrial hearing, Wayne circuit ct., 16-136; 
17-140—Jury system in recorders’ ct., 19-113— 
New jury selection law, 15-123—Pretrial hearings 
succeed, 17-140 

Discovery as to mental condition, 18-47 

Discovery proc.—In Wisc.—by Cameron L. Baldwin, 
13-175—Adopted in Colo., 17-58—Necessity for, 
18-140—Succeeds in Wisc. (text), 15-180—Use of 
depositions, quoting George Ragland, Jr., 18-140 

Dissatisfaction with admin. of justice, causes for— 
by Roscoe Pound, 20-178 

Divorce court, friend of (Detroit)—by Frank E. 
Cooper, 20-125 

Domestic relations cts. in Ohio—by F. R. Aumann, 
15-89—Procedure, 3-3 

Educating the trial jury, 15-156 

Effort to expedite judicial determinations in Calif — 
by Chas. S. Cushing, 9-28 

England’s “new proc.”—pretrial hearing 16-141 

English cts—And proc——by Wm. E. Higgins, 7-185 
—London courts compared with N. Y. City—by 
Edw. W. Wilson, 11-118—Personal impressions— 
by Richard W. Montague, 14-158 

English judicature acts—by Albert M. Kales, 4-133 

English lay justices, 11-167 

English procedure, 9-163—An appraisal—by Edson 
R. Sunderland, 9-164—Certain features—by Robert 
F. Dodge, 9-177—In trials and appeals—by 


Thomas Hewes, 13-117—Its foundation (rules of 
1873), 4-115—Report to Wisc. circuit judges, 4- 
147—Revolutionized in England—by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 8-149 


Evidence—Over-refined rules pervert jury trials, 15- 
44—Purpose of rules—by Kenneth Dayton, 19-118 
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—Right of judge to comment—by John Selden 
Tennant, 16-16—Rule against self-incrimination, 
19-114 

Evidence rules—Narrative form of testimony pre- 
ferred by John H. Wigmore, 19-155—What prog- 
ress in reform of—by Prof. John E. Tracy, 20-80 

Excessive litigation—its causes—by Edw. R. Finch, 
J., 19-24 

Expert testimony—proposed rules, Phila. bar., 12- 
144 

Federal rules, comment by Hughes, C. J., 19-3 


First aid for trial by jury—by John H. Wigmore, 
9-121 

Five points in judicial reform—by Hugh Henry 
Brown, 12-124 

Formulary proc. 
16-22 

Foundation for procedural reform (text) by Hugh 
E. Willis, 15-117 

Foundation of English proc.—rules supplementing 
judicature act of 1873, 4-115 

— of the divorce ct—by Frank E. Cooper, 20- 
12 

Grand jury—Mich. “one man” grand jury effective, 
9-12 

Ignorance of judges in N. Y. City sup. ct., 14-110 

Ill. proc. code rewritten, 17-40 

Improving the adm. of justice—by Wm. L. Ransom, 
20-222 

Ind. blessed by reversal of precedents, 18-178 

Informal procedure essential to small claims, 2-28 

Informing public about cts., 10-154 

Inherent powers of judges, 17-81 

Instructing juries, a fallacy, 16-28 

Issues—Determined in advance of hearing—Okla. 
supreme ct., 18-8—Narrowing during trial, 19-156 
—tTrying issues, 11-20 

Is stupid waste of time essential ?—by 
Spillane, 4-155 

Judicial responsibility for injustice, 20-115 

Judgment by notice of motion in Va.—by S. S. P. 
Patteson, 13-167 

Judicial councils and rule-making power related (See 
separate classification for judicial councils, supra) , 
10-99 

Judicial statistics—present status—by Chas. E. Clark, 
14-84 

Juror, the unfit—by Albert S. Osborn, 17-113 

Jurors, campaign for competent jurors in N. Y. 
—13-50 

Jurors’ fees paid by litigants in Calif., 13-81 

Jury—See “Pooling juries’ and “Advising jury’— 
Advised by Justice Avory (Eng.), 11-167—Civil 
condemned—by Fred H. Peterson, 10-94—Refor- 
mation, not abolition—by Robert N. Wilkin, 13- 
154—Selection, key number system, 20-162— 
Selection, key number works in Ohio, 15-186— 
Service elevated in Cleveland, 15-8—System in 
Detroit recorders’ ct., 19-113 

Jury trial—Advising jury on facts, 20-61—As melo- 
drama, 4-100—Bench of three judges as substitute, 
12-185—Civil jury should be abolished—by Russell 
Duane, 12-137—First aid for—by John H. Wig- 
more, 9-121—Introduction to study of, 12-134— 


(Roman) works in Detroit ct., 


Richard 


Its delay and cost strangle cts., 16-167—Lawyers 
as substitute, 17-56—Lawyer’s chief interest in, 
16-69—New juryman thinks aloud—by George S. 
Dalgety, 15-56—No burden in La., 13-47—Power 
to advise jury in Colo., 16-151—Program for the 
trial of—by John H. Wigmore, 12-166—Proposed 
reforms, 16-167—Province of judge in—by Ken- 
neth M. Johnson, 12-76—Record broken for pro- 
longed trial, 17-55—-Reform—by Robert T. Don- 
ley (model act), 13-16—Sidelights, 13-82, 124— 
Should it be abolished?—by Thomas G. Long, 
14-162—Three judges as substitute for, 10-157— 
To ruin jury trial in the fed. cts—by John H. 
Wigmore, 9-61—Unanimous verdict condemned, 
19-150—Voir dire examination by judge, 10-132— 
Argument against, 15-156—Way to preserve, 16- 
67—Where it fails, 9-71 

Just what is your defense? (pretrail proc.)—by 
George T. McDermott, J., 18-100 


Justices in England efficient, 11-167 
Key number system for jury selection, 15-8 


Kolkman v. People—comment by Charles T. Mc- 
Cormick, 16-151 


Law Institute (Johns Hopkins) plans survey, 14-12 
Lawyers’ attitude toward inferior courts, 4-3 

Lay critic reviews cts.’ faults, 11-181 

Lay judges in Vt., 20-192 

Legislative usurpation of rule-making, 1-13 
Legislature—As stumbling-block, 13-3—Has no power 


in proc. field—by John H. Wigmore, 20-159— 
Ignores bar assoc., 13-6 

Litigation—Keeping it in cts—by C. A. Lowe, J., 
18-90 

London cts. compared with N. 
Wilson, 11-118 

Los Angeles ct.—prompt trial in, 17-170 

Los Angeles superior ct.—pretrial hearings, 20-247 

Mass.—Chamber of Commerce report shows route, 
18-179—Constructive program, 17-178—Cts. in 
serious condition, 17-146—Jurisdiction of district 
ct. enlarged, 18-80—Traffic cases studied, 12-27— 
Use of auditors in tort cases, 18-133; 19-170; 
20-54 

Masters, saving judges’ time, in Eng., 11-118 

Memoir for posterity, 20-163 

Methods of work in supreme cts., 8-101, 165; 9-20, 
49, 115, 151 

Mich. leads in procedural reform, 15-6 

Mo.—Discovery under liberal rule, 18-138—Rule- 
making authority, 19-166 


Mode of relieving the appellate cts. in Penna—by 
Albert Kocourek, 8-170—By Robert von Mosch- 
zisker, C. J., 9-29 

Model act—Creating commission to study judicature, 
2-124—For rule-making and court adm., 5-111— 
Short procedural act—a new principle invoked, 
4-104 

Modern English proc-—report to Wisc. circuit judges’ 
board, 4-147 


Muddling through, 6-68 

Multiplying Edward Longfield: Unitary demands 
and plural counts—by Robert W. Millar, 16-48 

Narrative form of testimony—quoting John H. Wig- 
more, 19-155 


Y—by Edw. H. 
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National Conf. of Jud. Coun. discusses proc. in large 
city cts., 15-110 

National Econ. League referendum on ct. reform, 
12-120 


N. J. practice act, 1912 (text), 4-89 


New juryman thinks aloud—by George S. Dalgety, 
15-56 

“New procedure” in King’s bench division (pretrail) , 
16-141 

N. Y.—Appeals—analysis by Law Institute, 17-176 
—City—dealing with small suits, 3-154—Legislative 
com. reports on judicature, 17-172—Legislative re- 
port (1934), 17-164—Judges may advise juries, 
17-186—State civil practice act (1919), 3-52 

Ohio—Chief justice act not mandatory, 12-181— 
Jury selection law works, 15-186—Reforms appel- 
late procedure—by Silas A. Harris, 19-29-—-Sub- 
stitute for j. p. courts, 18-46—Supreme ct. applies 
business methods, 20-240—Tackles justice court 
problem—by F. R. Aumann, 13-25 

Okla. appeals—progress report, 20-237—Solves prob- 
lem of appel. delay, 19-145—Supreme ct. appoints 
commissioners to expedite appeals, 17-167—Vitali- 
zation of jud. power—by Fletcher Riley, C. J., 
18-8 

Operation of cts. of review (Mich. jud. coun. rep.), 
17-48 

Opinions—Number published should be reduced, 19- 
69—Oral opinions save time, 2-188—Policy con- 
cerning publication, 19-67—Should be brief, 20-57 

Oral argument—and oral opinions—by Thomas J. 
Lennon, J., 2-89—Incubus or conservator, 20-56— 
Making it effective, 17-60 

Pittsburgh’s inferior courts surveyed, 12-44 

Pleadings—Fail to determine issues, 18-164—Veri- 
fied in Chicago mun. ct., 18-140 

Pooling juries—Chicago and N. Y. City, 18-59— 
In Phila., 20-163—In St. Louis, 20-257 

Power—judicial, vitalized in Okla—by Fletcher 
Riley, C. J., 18-8 

Pretrail hearing—Boston (Suffolk County), 19-11— 
Cincinnati, 20-53—Detroit, 16-136—Early prece- 
dents, by John H. Denison, 18-158—Endorsed by 
Justice George T. McDermott, 18-99—England, 
16-141—Los Angeles, 20-249—Mass. in one-judge 
county, 20-247—S. Dak. covets, 20-117—Success- 
ful in Detroit, 17-140—Utilized in U. S. dist. ct., 
18-100—Wisc.—by Quincy H. Hale, 15-180 

Prescribing proc.—by legislature; by court; by jud. 
coun.—a symposium, 18-114 

Principles of a modern proc.—by Adolph J. Roden- 
beck, J., 2-100 

Procedure revolutionized in England—by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 8-149 

Pro tem. judges aid Los Angeles ct., 17-170 

Progress in rule-making, 1-17 

Referendary system—for aid of appellate judges— 
by Albert Kocourek, 7-122—Mass., 15-175—Okla., 
15-175—-Recommended in Calif., 9-185 


Reform of proc.—an incomplete program, 19-119— 
Quoting Owen J. Roberts, J., 14-7—The outlook, 
13-164 


Relief for the appellate courts: the referendary sys- 
tem—by Albert Kocourek, 7-122 


Responsibility of bench for injustice, 20-115 
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Reversible error—by John H. Wigmore, 19-28 

Rule-making—by Wash. supreme ct., 11-187—Ex- 
perience in Colo. and Mich., 3-156—In England. 
1-14 (no. 2)—In Kansas, 13-91—In Philippine 
constitution, 19-63—In Wisc., 16-188—In Wisc. 
unifies all proc., 18-17—Progress in, 1-17—Sought 
in 6 states, 18-177—Undeveloped judicial powers, 
17-67—U. S. Senate com. rep. criticized, 1-17 (no. 
2) 

Rules entangle justice, 18-3 

Rule-making power—And bar integ., 17-71—By 
Philip Kates, 18-14—By Josiah Marvel, 12-55— 
Conferred in Delaware, (text), 9-134—Conferred 
in N. Mex. (text), 17-29—Conferred in Wash. 
(text), 9-134—Constitutional, 12-67—-Favored by 
N. Y. Board of Stat. Consol., 1-77—In Ill. revised 
proc. code, 17-40—In W. Va., 19-41—Its exercise 
—by Edson R. Sunderland, 10-70—In Mo. con- 
stitution, 6-87—Mo. bar relies on, 18-16—Mo. sup. 
ct. assumes power, 19-166—Necessary, 9-122—Of 
the courts—by Roscoe Pound, 10-113—Practical 
use by Arthur Webster, 10-148—Progress, 9-131— 
Urged by Taft, C. J., 7-134—Various statutes con- 
ferring, 2-181—Why confer rule-making power? 
7-161 

Rules of court—expert control of legal proc. through 
-by Edson R. Sunderland, 12-24—Regulation— 
by Clarke B. Whittier, 11-15 

Second trials—rules to prevent, 12-10 

Sensible and reasonable procedure, 18-185 

Shall we lead or be driven? by Harry A. 
14-78 

Shirk causes calendar proposed for Chicago, 18-101 

Short cuts in proc. by Albert M. 
Kales, 2-178 

Simplified procedure in municipal cts.—by 
S. Saby, 8-179 

S. Dak.—great program unfolds, 18-107 

Special verdict—advantages—by Charles T. Coleman, 
13-122—An aid to jury—by John W. Staton, 13- 
176 

Speedy justice in ancient Rome—by Albert Kocourek, 
5-101 

Stare decisis—is it slipping?, 
baneful effect 19-37 

Statistical—Reporting, a system by Albert Kocourek. 
1-182—Survey by Law Institute planned, 14-12 

Statutory rules muddle proc.—by 
11-28 

Strike atty. 20-78 

Success of English procedure under judge-made rules 
—by Wm. Howard Taft, 9-126 

Summary judgment proc——by Edward R. Finch, J. 
17-180—Conn. practice (text) 12-152—Necessity 
for, 18-140 

Superintendence avoided by Cincinnati ct. 12-181 

Supreme court—abolishes delay—by Richard H. 
Grace, 5-114—Methods of work in supreme courts, 
8-101, 165; 9-20, 49, 115, 151—With two divisions 
—by Emmett N. Parker, J., 6-177 

Taxing attorney fees, 20-163 

Technique of 


Hollzer. 


agreement—by 


Rasmus 


16-189—Freed from 


Samuel Seabury, 


actions—need for taxable iee, 


statistical reporting—by Albert 


Kocourek, 1-182 
Testimony in narrative form, 19-155 
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“To establish justice” 
worth, 13-151 


Traffic cases studied in Mass., 12-27 


comment by Roscoe Wals- 


Trial briefs proposed, by Judge Myron Westover, 
15-20 


Trying issues—problem of, 11-20 


Two appeals are unjustifiable—by Edson R. Sun- 
derland. 18-182 


Unanimous verdict condemned, 19-150 
Undeveloped judicial powers, 17-67 


Vt.’s use of lay assistant judges, 20-192 


Voir dire exam. by judge, 10-132—Argument against, 
15-156 


Voluntary tribunals—lawyers as 
Percy Werner, 3-101 


Wash. rules of ct. statute valid, 12-70—Sup. ct. ex- 
ercises rule-making power, 11-187 


Wisc. creates rules comm. and confers rule-making 
power, 13-71—Pretrial proc—by Quincy H. Hale, 
15-180 


Witnesses, should trial judge question? 16-95 
Yale Law School studies case records, 12-150 


Yapping—A remedy—by Newton D. Baker, 20-8— 
Trials without, quoting John H. Wigmore, 19-155 


arbitrators—by 


7. CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 


Agitation re. crim. proc.—a criticism, 10-68 

Admin. of crim. justice—by Pliny W. Marsh, 17-148 

American Bar Assoc. report on crime criticized, 6- 
115 

Appel. ct. (crim.) in England—by Arthur T. Van- 
derbilt, 20-95 

Boston—survey of crim. justice, 20-116 

Business methods ignored in Chicago felony ct.— 
by Thomas R. Condon, 15-63 

Calcutta—a crim. jury trial in—quoting Wm. R. 
Burdick, 18-94 

Canada—Admin. of crim. law—by Wm. Renwick 
Riddell], J., 17-141—Bar Assoc. report on crim. 
justice, 6-120—Crim. justice—its chief burden, 17- 
131—Crime prevention in, 7-135 

Case histories from psychopathic laboratory, Chi- 
cago, 2-87 





Cleaning up Detroit—amazing reforms instituted by 
unified ct., 4-38 

Chicago—crim. justice mired, 4-37 

Cleveland—Crime survey—by Reginald Heber Smith, 
5-68—Improves crim. justice, 19-111 

Codes, drafting of—by John Barker Waite, 20-193 

Corporal punishment proposed, 20-164 

Crime and heredity—by Harry Olson, C. J., Chi- 
cago municipal ct., 7-37 

Criminal justice; its simplifications, clarification and 
better adaptation—by James Bronson Reynolds, 
6-173 

Defects in personnel, 19-13 

Defenders, special license proposed, 18-149 

Defense of accused without charge, 18-176 


Department of justice—for state analyzed—proposals, 
19-74—In Ga. proposed court, 16-73—Needed, 16- 
70—Recommended by A. B. A., 18-39 


Detroit—Criminal (Recorders’) court—its strength 
and its peril, 5-163—-New jury selection law, 15- 
123—Reduces automobile insurance cost, 5-104— 
Reduces crime 58 percent, 5-165—Rep. by Bureau 
of Gov. Research, 5-83—Solves bail problem, 16- 
143—Solves crime problem, 4-189—Unified crim. 
ct. created, 3-5—Votes on unified crim. ct., 3-177 


Drafting of crim. codes—by John Barker Waite, 
20-193 


England’s court of crim. appeal—by Arthur T. Van- 
derbilt, 20-95 


English—Crime control—dominant factors, 16-60— 
Ct. org., proc. and crim. statistics (Birmingham), 
11-167 

Expediting crim. justice, 3-28 

Grand jury—A_ venerable nuisance, 8-99—Con- 
demned in England, 6-91—Improvements in proc., 
18-36—Proc. too rigid, 15-95—Reform, 4-77— 
When useful, 15-120—One man grand jury (Mich.) 
—by Pliny W. Marsh, 8-121 


Iil—Act of 1827 making jurors triers of the law 
held invalid, 15-61—Draft crim. code, 19-61—In- 
crease of crime—reasons, 9-35 


Informations or indictments—by Justin Miller, 8-104 


Jury waiver in eleven states, 16-31—Experience in 
Ohio, 18-48 


Learning about the criminal, 7-35 


Legal aid in crim, cases by Northwestern Law School, 
11-29 


Lessons from military justice—by John H. Wigmore, 
4-151 


License for criminal defenders, 18-149 
Mechanical justice—quoting Roscoe Pound, 3-111 


Mich.—One man grand jury—by Judge Pliny W. 
Marsh, 8-121 


Military justice affords example—by John H. Wig- 
more, 4-151 


Mo. crime survey, 10-151 

Multiple correlation coefficient, 20-119 

N. Y. City crim. ct. unification proposed, 17-158 
N. Car. j. p. problem, 19-124 

Ontario crim. justice—magistrate system, 19-124 


Personnel—Of law enforcement—A. B. A. committee 
rep., 18-27—Defects in—A. B. A. com. rep., 19-13 


Phila. magistrate system condemned, 15-147 
Police courts, their reform, 13-152 

Program to remedy failure of crim. justice, 5-133 
Prosecution—how to make effectual, 16-73 


Prosecutor is main reliance, 16-70—Full duty defined, 
17-188—Office needs overhauling, 16-70—Report by 
Baker and DeLong, 20-196—What is wrong with 
office? 11-67 
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Psychopathic clinic in a crim. ct—by A. L. Jacoby, 
M. D., 7-21—Crime and heredity—by Harry Ol- 
son, C. J., 7-37 


Psychopathic laboratory for crim. cts., 2-67—Report 
by Chief Justice Olson of Chicago municipal ct., 
4-24 

Public defender preferred to voluntary, 14-195 

Rule-making authority and crim. proc., 18-187 

Self-incrimination rule—by W. Earl Smith, 19-114 


Simplified procedure in municipal cts—by Rasmus 
S. Saby, 8-179 

Statistics, (crim.)—a plan—by Sam Bass Warner, 
14-88 


Survey of crim. codes financed by Spellman fund, 
9-11 

Third degree methods balked, 16-133 

Trial without jury in crim. cases—by Spencer Er- 
vin, 15-71 

Understanding crime, progress in, 17-36 

Understanding criminals—report on _ psychopathic 
laboratory of the Municipal ct. of Chicago, 2-69 

Unified criminal ct.—the need, 3-6 

Utah improves crim. proc., 20-60 

Waiver of jury trial—In IIl., 14-75—In five states, 
15-124—-In eleven states, 16-31—In Ohio, 18-48 

Wash.—Appeals expedited, 20-157 

Who shall control crim. procedure? 13-107 
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Am. Jud. Soc. brief on N. 
6-141 

Calif. small claims procedure (text), 

Chicago—Small claims and proc., 1-2 

Cleveland concil. ct., 2-10 

Concil. and informal proc. defined, 2-3 

Concil. test in city ct—-by Edgar J. Lauer, J., 8-175 


Danish concil. system—by Reginald Heber Smith, 
11-85 

Denial of justice to the poor—by Reginald Heber 
Smith, 3-112 

Denmark’s proc. and history, 2-9 

Des Moines concil. ct., 12-20 

Informal proc. essential to small claims, 2-28 

Iowa—Concil. made easy, 3-153—Concil. law., 7-15 

Justice for the poor—by John McArthur Maguire, 
6-179 

Legal aid—Explained, 10-38—In Ill., 5-154 

Mass.—Rules for small claims adopted (text), 4-183 


—Small claims courts for Mass., by Reginald 
Heber Smith, 4-51 


Dak. conciliation law, 


5-29 
7 (no. 2); 2-23 


Minn.—Cities have concil. (text), 5-25—-Minneapolis 
concil. ct—by Dean W. R. Vance, 2-16—Minneap- 
olis concil. ct., 1-27 (no. 2) 

Model concil. act, 2-151 

N. Y.—City small claims branches succeed, 20-55— 
Concil. and arb., 2-26—Municipal ct. concil. and 
arb., 1-153—State Bar Assoc. proposes concil. com- 
missioner, 1-157—Successful concil. test, 9-57 


N. Dak. concil. statute adopted (text), 4-165—Held 
valid (text of act and opinion), 6-133 


Norway’s concil. tribunals, 2-5 

Poor litigants injured by delay—by Wm. H. Taft, 
Cc. 3. 821 

Procedural problems fully solved—Los Angeles, 20- 
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Progress of small claims proc., 4-163 


Small claims procedure succeeding—by 
Heber Smith, 8-247 (no. 1) 


Success of concil., 4-70 


Reginald 


Why tolerate inferior cts?—by John Alan Hamilton, 
4-22 
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Admin.—recent steps—by Leon Green, 14-113 

Advisory opinions proposed for sup. ct., 19-100 

Atty. fee (taxable against loser) needed, quoting 
Edw. R. Finch, J., 20-78 

Challenge for a new fed. proc—by Dean Chas. E. 
Clark, 19-8 

Conference of senior circuit judges, (See fed. judicial 
council, infra), 7-83; 10-156; 14-129; 17-80— 
Seeks bar aid, 15-108 

Federal judges—appointment, supervision, and re- 
moval—possibilities under the constitution—by 
Burke Shartel, 15-21; 15-46; 15-79—Pensions for, 
2-180 

Federal judicial council—And better bankruptcy 
adm —by George W. Carr, 7-180—Bill described 
by Taft, C. J., 5-37—Bill support sought, 5-120— 
Federal jud. coun.—by C. S. Potts, 8-92—Judiciary 
unified (text), 6-69 

Jury trial in fed. cts—to ruin—by John H. Wig- 
more, 9-61 


Muzzling fed. judges—bill condemned, 19-23 


National jud. commission proposed—by Clarence N. 
Goodwin, 1-179 


Pensions for fed. judges, 2-180 
Reforms needed in fed. cts—by Wm. H. Taft, 6-36 


Review of facts (draft rules, 1936)—In -non-jury 
cases—by Wm. W. Blume, 20-68—In jury cases— 
the seventh. amendment, a rejoinder—by Wm. W. 
Blume, 20-130—Under proposed fed. rules—by 
Dean Chas. E. Clark, 20-129 

Rule-making—aAuthority for U. S. sup. ct., 18-37 
Proposed by Newton D. Baker, 18-134—Rules— 
by Hughes, C. J., 19-3 

Simplified fed. proc., 2-62 

Sup. ct.—Problems—by Gregory Hankin, i3-92— 
Rules committee named, 19-40—U. S. sup. ct. 
under new act—by Gregory Hankin, 12-40 


Uniform fed. and state proc. possible, 18-131 
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Advice to voters by bar, 18-54 

Am. Bar Assoc. approves selection principles, 20-244 

Am. Jud. Soc—Discussion of appointment mode, 
16-37; 17-30; 19-50;—Subjected to heresy trial, 
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Appointed lay justices (Eng. system) for police cts., 
11-163 

Appointive mode debated by Am. Jud. Soc., 16-37; 
17-30 

Appointment—And election, 3-163—Approved by 
Cleveland Bar Assoc., 17-9—Of half of Mich. 
judges, 17-38—Of judges is common, 14-165 

Arbitrary judges—reform of, 20-123 

Bar—Duty and responsibility in selection—by Wm. 
D. Guthrie, 5-41—Should nominate candidates for 
bench—by George B. Harris, 8-258 (no. 1)— 
Should bar choose judges? 13-134—Special duty 
to aid voters (report to Conf. of Delegates, 1924), 
8-48 

Setter ways for selecting judges—by 
Gambrell, 17-109 

Calif—Adopts appointive plan, 18-102—Bar dissat. 
with election, 16-150—Campaign described, 19-50 
—County enabling act, 19-187—Selection plan 
criticized, 20-174—State legislature approves ap- 
pointive plan, 17-8—To vote on appoint. plan, 
18-88—Will get judges out of politics, 18-102 

Chicago—Appointment provided in draft constitu- 
tion, 6-3—Bar Assoc. sel. plan, 20-242—-Bar Assoc. 
victory in election, 5-46—Experience in jud. sel., 
20-94—-Judges in politics, 20-20; 20-53 

Chief justice to appoint judges—quoting Prof. Chas. 
T. McCormick, 20-39 

Choate, Rufus—Judicial tenure—add. to const. con- 
vention (1853), 17-10 

Cleveland—Bar Assoc. appoint. plan, 10-177—Bar 
campaign plan, 14-9—Bar’s influence in elections 
—by Walter T. Dunmore, 12-178—Bar success in 
election, 14-150—Jud. election methods, 15-149 

Commonwealth Club of Calif. debates sel. plans, 3- 
75; 10-182 

Conf. of Delegates debates sel. plans, 17-75 

Conn. would get judges out of politics, 18-169 

Detroit’s crim. ct. fate depends on votes, 4-99 

Duty and responsibility of bar in sel. of judiciary— 
by Wm. D. Guthrie, 5-41 

Eligible list of judicial candidates, 11-131 

Exec. judge—right way to select, 16-26 

Fla. bar studies sel., 18-146 

Ga. proposed mode of sel., 16-40 

How much should we pay judges? 16-47 

How to be elected judge in Detroit, 12-186 

How to get rid of unfit judges, 15-127 


Judges—As pawns of politics, 17-94—Getting right 
kind, 10-36 


Judicial—Politics taxes the taxpayer, 19-159—Pri- 
mary criticized, 1-158—Recall, 1-25 (no. 2)— 
Selection—a preface, 3-67—Selection as a city 
problem, 10-163—Tenure—by Rufus Choate (Add. 
to const. convention, 1853), 17-10 


E. Smythe 


Kales, Albert M. on jud. tenure, 18-45 
Kansas Bar Assoc. for sel. reform, 18-103 
Large cities—selection judges in, 14-155 
Lawyers as choosers of judges, 19-116 


Lay board approval of candidates—proposed by I. 
Maurice Wormser, 16-11 


Let elected commission choose judges—by Chas. E. 
Matson, 14-13 


Los Angeles—Bar Assoc. election success, 13-1538— 
County election plan, 17-8—Judges and _ politics, 
17-91—Judicial election (1930)—by Lawrence L. 
Larrabee, 14-148—Judicial scandals dealt with, 
16-21—Wholesale appointments to bench, 15-150 


La. Bar Assoc. offers unified ct. and appointive plan 
(text), 5-19 


Methods of sel. and retiring judges—by Albert M. 
Kales, 11-133 

Mich.—Bar’s sel. plan, 20-93—Half of judges ap- 
pointed, 17-38 

Modes of sel.—Responsibility, 5-35 

N. Y. City—Plan to guide voters, 14-190—Plan to 
sift candidates, 19-53—Sentiment for appoint. by 
exec., 16-45 

N. Y. State Bar Assoc. notable report favors ap- 
pointment, 17-61 


Nominations—novel proposals, 16-184 
Nomination of judges by bar, 6-114 
Non-partisan jud. elections, 15-126 


No theoretically perfect way for choosing judges, 
17-131 

Ohio—Bar interested in selection, 16-155—Bar sel 
plan settled, 20-93—Lawyers study sel. problem, 
18-144—-Opposition to sel. plan voiced, 19-58 


Oregon sel. plan, 20-242—Non-partisan ballot, 16-44 

Original plan for sel., 18-141 

Paying for nominations, 163 

Pensions for judges in 20 states, 15-125 

Personnel vs. system, 1-24 (no. 2) 

Platonic mode for selecting judges, 16-46 

Politics and jud. admin.—by Stuart H. Perry, 17-133 

Political dependence—judges not to blame, 20-245 

Politics—Publicity and the judiciary, 16-99—Rescu- 
ing the bench from, 18-165—Vaccinating judges 
against, 20-20 


Pontius Pilate and popular judgments—by John H 
Wigmore, 8-47 


Portland (Ore.) City Club’s sel. pl ) 
Practical way to guide voters, 11-1 
Primary election law condemned, 3-35 


Principles of sel. approved by House of Delegates, 
20-244 


Problem of choosing judges, 13-132 
Progress in sel. reform, 20-242 


Prosecutor should be appointed, says Frank J. Loesch, 
16-156 


Public needs guidance in sel. judges, 13-37 
Purchase of jud. office, 10-120 
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Retirement and removal of judges—by Prof. Burke 
Shartel, 20-133 


Retirement—Provision for judges’, 10-91—How to 
get rid of unfit judges, 15-127 

Rufus Choate on jud. tenure, 17-10 

Salaries of judges—system for grading (Pa.), 12-184 

Selection and retiring judges—weakness of popu- 


lar election—two original proposals presented, 3- 
165 


Selection, tenure and retirement of judges—by James 
Parker Hall, 3-37—Selection plans for 11 states 
summarized, 18-166—Selection studied by Mich. 
bar, 17-145 

Selling judgeships, 18-148 


Senate dominates fed. appointments, 15-3 


Shall we appoint our judges?—by Stuart H. Perry, 
19-78 

Smith, Alfred—quoted, 17-60 

Spending money in jud. campaigns, 14-5 

Squandering judicial talent, 7-141 

St. Louis Bar ticket prevails, 12-104 


Technique of jud. appointment—by Harold J. Laski, 
10-39 


Tenure of judges (model judicature act), 11-145 


Utah Bar—Approves sel. plan, 18-143—Plan revised, 
20-242 


Various ways of selecting judges, 15-38; 15-76 
Wash. Bar sel. plan, 19-52 
Wisc. plan for sel., 18-147 


11. JUDICIAL COUNCILS 


Approval of jud. coun. by Penna. Bar Assoc., 9-47 

Calif—Cts. coordinated by jud. coun., 12-18—Gets 
jud. coun., 10-171—Jud. coun. amend. submitted, 
9-35—Jud. coun. in full swing, 11-9 

Conference of senior circuit judges—Created (1923), 
7-83—Taft, 6-36—Taft, C. J. reports, 10-156— 
Meeting (1933), 17-80 

Conn, jud. coun. act (text), 11-8 

Courts may be coordinated by jud. coun. (text), 5- 
105 

Executive judge, appointment by jud. coun., 16-26 

Experience with jud. coun. in 11 states, 12-83 

Federal jud. coun—by C. S. Potts, 8-85—Bill de- 
scribed by Wm. H. Taft, C. J., 5-37 

Judicial council a means to a great end—by Arthur 
T. Vanderbilt, 20-6 

Judicial councils and administrative 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 19-137 

Judicial councilsk—And rule-making power related, 
10-99—Era arrives, 9-99—Idea presented by Judge 
A. G. Burr (N. Dak.) (text), 9-103 

Jud. coun. movement—A resume—by Chas. H. Paul, 
10-78—Approved by Am. Bar Assoc. Journal, 9- 
189—by Justice James W. McClendon, 14-93—Re- 
viewed, 13-38 

Jud. councils prepare to cooperate, 13-100—Should 
regulate practice and proc., 8-173 

Kan. jud. coun.—Act in force, 11-8—Good work, 17- 
155—Org., 11-52 

Ky. jud. coun. is twelfth, 12-179 

Mass. jud. coun.—A _ success, 1)-120—Act, 8-245 
(no. 1)—In operation—by Robert E. Dodge, 10-86 
—Reform policy defended—by Dunbar F. Car- 
pender, 13-90 

Mich. jud. coun.—Created (text), 13-7 

Mo. draft const. provides jud. coun., 6-87 

Model—Act creating jud. coun. and conferring rule- 
making power, 6-101—Jud. coun. act., 5-107 

National conference of jud. councils—Formed, 13- 


justice—by 


102—Second meeting (1930), 14-77—1931 meeting, 
15-110 
Need for jud. coun.—by Chief Justice Taft, 7-163 
N. J.—Jud. coun., 14-76—Plan to unify cts., 16-54 


N. Y.—Acquires jud. coun., 18-18—Leg. commission’s 
report, 1934, 17-164—Strong coun. proposed, 16-9 

N. Car.—Jud. coun. altered, 15-114—Jud. coun. act 
(text), 9-15 

N. Dak. gets jud. coun. (text), 10-171 

Ohio—Adopts jud. coun. (text), 
coun., 17-167 


Okla.—Bar creates coun., 17-167—Seeks jud. coun., 
14-46 


Oregon—Cooperation with bar, 9-14—Jud. coun. 
abolished, 15-114—Jud. coun. created (text), 7-85 


Powerful argument for jud. couns.—by Justice James 
W. McClendon, 12-45 


Progress of jud. coun. movement (1931), 15-14 


Protests omission of high powered jud. coun.,—by 
Sam. Seabury, 17-172 


Report on jud. coun. movement for Merchant’s 
Assoc. (N. Y.), 15-145 


Review of jud. coun. reports, 13-38; 14-17; 14-58; 
14-97; 15-15; 15-151; 16-14; 16-51; 17-24; 17-45; 
18-51; 18-150; 19-15; 19-55; 20-45 

R. I. acquires jud. coun. (text), 11-117 


Rule-making—by jud. coun—(Ga. plan), 16-40— 
Power is relevant, 10-99 


S. Dak—Bar creates coun., 18-107—Leg. aids jud. 
coun., 19-57 

Status of jud. coun. movement (map, 1932), 16-8 

Texas coun. created, 13-7 

Va. acquires jud. coun., 12-82 

Wash. acquires jud. coun., (text), 9-102 

W. Va. acquires jud. coun., 18-18 

What a jud. coun. can do, 7-159 


Wisc. jud. coun. rules committee and rule-making 
power, 13-71 


7-5—Bar creates 
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12. LEGAL EDUCATION AND ADMISSION 


Adm. of justice—a law school course, 7-115; 13-11 


Admission as a judicial prerogative—by Andrew A. 
Bruce, 3-37 


Ala. raises requirements, 17-185 


Am. Bar Assoc. conf. on legal educ. approves high 
standard (1922), 5-178 


Calif—Admission standards too low, 16-185—Mak- 
ing admission easy, 13-78—Law school survey 
leads to reform prog., 17-122 


College educ. benefits law students, 10-159 
Conference on legal educ. (1922), 5-153 


Educational standards will triumph, 15-136—Qualifi- 
cations—light on, 18-91—Standards win victory, 
13-136 


Embargo on new lawyers proposed, 16-188 
Ethics—modern course in, 18-29 

Examiners are too generous, 15-157 

Future of bar—by Dean M. R. Kirkwood, 13-126 
Good moral character as criterion, 14-192 


Ill. leads in bar admission standards—by John H. 
Wigmore, 7-130 


Ind.—Sup. ct. given admission power by statute, 15- 
19—Statute held valid, 18-178 


Law school instruction—The gap, 15-131—Students’ 
self-governing bar assoc., 13-101 


Lawyer as privileged servant of democracy—by Al- 
fred Z. Reed, 6-154 


Legal educ—And admission—by George W. Nilsson, 
6-104—Educ. and ct. reform—by John B. Win- 
slow, 3-69 


Mass. sup. ct. controls admissions, 16-20 
Menace of a plutocratic bar, 5-131 


Moral qualifications for admission in Manhattan, 7- 
96 


N. J—four bar exams allowed, 16-94 

N. M.—raises requirements, 17-185 

N. Y.—City moral qualifications for admission, 7-96 
Ohio adopts higher standards (text), 10-51 

Penna. admission of prescribed quotas, 17-57 

Prizes to promote student interest in reform, 18-159 
Probationary rule in effect, 16-30 


Progress in legal educ.—report to Mich. State Bar 
Assoc., 10-52 


Quotas for admission in Penna., 17-57 

Quota system of adm.—argument for, 18-156 
San Antonio Bar operates law school, 16-182 
Survey of admission requirements, 10-46 
Tenn. has had 26 law schools, 20-61 

Tests are to exclude unfit, 10-35 

Texas admission on diploma, 16-61 

Va. raises requirements, 17-185 

W. Va. raises admission requirements, 8-69 
Wisc. adopts higher standards, 10-51 


Young lawyers, a right start—by Henry P. Chand- 
ler, 13-105 


13. MISCELLANEOUS 


Admin. encroachment—a remedy by Newton D. 
Baker, 19-173—Justice vs. jud. admin., 19-132— 
Tribunals—supremacy of law, by Thomas D. 
Thacher, 18-19 

Ambulance chasing—see bar org., 12-144 

American Judicature Society—Annual meetings, 
(1929), 13-131; (1931), 15-5; (1932), 16-37; 
16-40; (1933), 17-30; (1934), 18-6; 18-8; 18-14; 
(1935), 14-50; 19-54; (1936), 20-4; 20-5; 20-6; 
—Special meeting (1929), 13-9; (1930), 14-3— 
Ideals and aims—by Pres. Baker, 18-6—Its history 
and objectives, 20-9—Org. and plans, 1-3—Re- 
organization, 12-99 

American Law Institute organized, 6-132; 6-163 

Anachronisms in law—by Roscoe Pound, 3-142 

Arbitrary judges—reform of, 20-123 

Autopsy on victims of legis., 20-52 

Bar seminar for law development, 3-151 

British Columbia justice, 13-84 

Chinese judicature, 17-59 

Civil service for fed. cts—by Col. O. R. McGuire, 
20-91 

Comprehensive program of reform, 2-165 

Conn. checks publicity scandals, 20-88 


Contempt proc. considered by editors, 10-186 


Courts, the press, and the public—by Stuart H. 
Perry, 15-139 ° 

Crime news and easy-going judges, 16-61 

Criticism of cts. by press, 10-186 

Distrust of cts—-Is justified, 4-131—Deprives cts. of 
jurisdiction, 8-191 

Doctors essential to ambulance chasers, 12-144 


Eng. jud. system described by Prof. Caleb P. Patter- 
son (book review), 20-258 


Federation of justice created, 12-29 

Five years ago and now-—a resume, 17-4 

Free defense of poor persons (Phila.), 20-214 
German lawyers in desperate plight, 17-60 

Grading sup. cts., 20-21—According to esteem, 20-158 
Harmful publicity—ct’s. power to prevent, 10-133 
Hauptmann trial comment, 18-186; 19-30 

History and objectives of Am. Jud. Soc., 20-9 


How cts. look to public—by James F. Ailshie, 8- 
267 (no. 1) 


How educate the public to jud. needs, 7-115 
How judges may undermine respect for cts., 8-163 
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Ignorance and _ incapacity 
Alva M. Cummins, 15-94 

Impeachment—proc. alternative, 
Adoo’s substitute, 20-37 

Improv. of gov’t a paramount duty, 19-131 

Informing public about cts., 10-154 

Integ. of Okla. dentists, 20-90 

Introducing a new era—summary and sermon, 18-67 

Judges as monitors, 19-154 

Judges, lawyers and newspapers—by Judge C. M. 
Botts, 10-55 

Judiciary and the press—by Stuart H. Perry, 16-108 

Judiciary comm. appointed by Pres. Hoover, 12-163 

Judicial efficiency and gov't stability—by Clarence 
N. Goodwin, 15-163 

Judicial responsibility for injustice, 20-115 

Juristic center planned by Am. Law School Assoc., 
5-186, 6-17 

Justice is mankind’s great interest, 7-164—Cost of, 
14-166 

Kales, Albert M.—Obituary appreciation of leader 
in Am. judic., 6-35—Tribute by John H. Wig- 
more, 6-99 

Lawyer’s part in reform of gov’t., 15-67 

League of Nations Conf. on legal aid—by John H. 
Wigmore, 7-133 

Legal aid—In Canada, 19-110—In England, 19-108 
In Ill., 5-154 

Legislature—autopsy on victims, 20-52 

Ministry of justice—Chas. M. McCarthy replies to 
proposal of Roscoe Pound, 4-59 
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2-124 

Movies and radio stultify justice, 18-186 

National Economic League referendum on ct. re- 
form, 12-120 

N. Y. lay bodies plan reforms, 15-133 

Newspaper—And adm. of justice, 8-133—Baltimore 
—Newspaper men’s conviction sustained, 10-133; 
Penalty inflicted, 10-184—Chicago Tribune offers 
remedy, 8-147—Conn. publicity scandals checked, 
20-88—Consensus on reform, 20-83—Courts press 
and public—by Stuart H. Perry, 15-139—English 
reporting criticized, 20-89—Informing public about 
cts. (Reports by Ewing Cockrell, J.), 10-154— 
Judiciary and press—by Stuart H. Perry, 16-108— 
Police chiefs rally, 17-62—Press and bar both re- 
sponsible—by Walter F. Dodd, 8-155—Press and 
bar should cooperate—hy Casper S. Yost, 8-150— 
Publicity evils can be coped with—by C. M. Botts, 
J., 10-55—Publicity scandals, 20-82—-Remedy for 
sensational reporting, 19-169—Reports of decisions 


promote litigation- -by 


20-4—Sen. Mc- 
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—by Walter B. Wolf, 7-25—Sensationalism endan- 
gers justice, 11-50—Symposium on _ publicity 
scandals and the remedy—by Frank J. Hogan, Sir 
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Not revolution, but a muddling through, 17-35 

Ohio study of jud. adm., 13-140 

Okla. dentists integrated, 20-90 

Olson, Harry, C. J.—an appreciation, 19-47 
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Penalties imposed on Baltimore newspaper men, 10- 
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Prolonged trial—a record, 17-156 

Public defender effects saving, 20-55 

Publicity—see Newspaper 

Radio and movies stultify justice, 18-186 
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Taft, Wm. Howard,—-An appreciation, 14-4—On se- 
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Tyranny of bench—the solution, 19-4 
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